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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to an Amendment filed January 7, 2008. Claims 1 , 6-7, 19-22 
are currently pending, of which claim 22 is new. Any rejection not set forth below has been overcome by 
the current Amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,6-7,19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Decasper et al. 
(US 2007/0192474), herein referred to as Decasper. 

As per claims 1 ,19,22 Decasper discloses a method for accessing information in a peer to peer 
network comprising: 

storing information among a plurality of peer client systems, wherein the information can be 
access by the peer client systems, the information collectively referred to as information sources (see 
paragraph 48, describing how peer client systems can have information stored as content objects and 
downloads can be made directly from a peer client to retrieve content from another peer client); 

storing, in a first server system, location information, wherein the peer client systems are 
configured to communicate with the first serer system to access the location information (see paragraph 
49, where a client can query a master controller for location information regarding the location (e.g. 
content servers, peer clients, or peer client appliances) of content objects); 

generating, in the first server system, one or more subscriptions, each subscription being 
associated with an information source and with one or more peer client systems, wherein the peer client 
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systems are configured to communicate with the first server system to subscribe to the one or more 
information sources (see paragraph 31, where crawling the network environment (e.g. content servers, 
peer clients, peer client appliances of paragraph 49) for an information source (i.e. content) implies that 
the subscription is associated with one or more peer client systems and the peer clients are configured to 
communicate with the first server for subscriptions (i.e. the centralized master)); 

detecting, in the first server system, a modification to an information source (see paragraph 31 , 
where periodic checks determine if there is any new content (i.e. modified information)), the step of 
detecting comprising receiving, from a first peer client system, an indication that a first subscription source 
has been modified, and if the first server system determines that there is a first subscription that is 
associated with the first information source, communicating to the first peer client system a list of second 
peer client systems that are associated with the first subscription (see paragraph 49, describing how a 
peer can be informed of new objects that are available on peer clients (i.e. modified information source) 
and a list is generated from the master controller and presented to the peer with the subscription); 

wherein the first peer client communicates an alert message to each second peer client system 
(see paragraph 49, describing how the master server keeps track of where content is and passes that 
information on to peers as a list (i.e. alert the peer of new content by a list), therefore a first peer 
communicates an alert message to a second peer client system through the master server); 

wherein each second peer client system can access an information source that is associated with 
the alert message, a copy of the information source being stored in another peer client system (see 
paragraphs 61-62, describing how the master controller keeps track of where the content is located, since 
master controller can give alerts to new content (see paragraph 72), the master controller can allow a 
peer to download content from another peer); 

wherein each second peer client system can access the copy from the other peer client system 
(see paragraphs 61-62, describing the downloading of content from another peer (i.e. accessing the copy 
of information)). 

As per claim 6, Decasper further discloses that one of the second peer client systems 
automatically access an information source that is associated with the alert message (see paragraph 27). 
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As per claim 7, Decasper further discloses that the first information source is modified by the first 
client system (see paragraph 27, where a first peer acquires the new content first and then distributes the 
content to the peers). 

As per claim 20, Decasper further discloses that one of the second peer client systems 
automatically accesses an information source that is associated with the alert message (see paragraphs 
61-62). 

As per claim 21 , Decasper further discloses that one of the second peer clients generates a 
display to inform a user of receipt of the alert message, wherein the user can decide whether to access 
an information source associated with the alert message (see paragraph 75). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed January 7, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A) Applicant contends that Decasper does not disclose storing information among a plurality 
of peer client systems (referred to as information sources). 

In considering A), the Examiner agrees with the applicant that data is transferred 
between content servers and clients. However, Descasper also discloses that peers can transfer 
data to other peers, and peers store information that can be downloaded by other peers (see 
paragraph 48, that shows client [503.1] sending a message to peer client [503.2] to retrieve 
specific content). The Examiner believes that this is enough evidence to support a peer storing 
information as an information source. In considering detecting 

B) Applicant contends that Decasper does not disclose detecting a modification to an 
information source the step of detecting comprising communicating to the first peer client system 
a list of second peer client systems that are associated with the first subscription 

In considering B), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Decasper discloses detecting a 
modification to an information source because master controller gets updated with new content 
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objects (see paragraph 49). Decasper also discloses communicating to a first peer client system 
a list of second client systems (see paragraph 49, showing that clients can receive from the 
master controller a list of new objects that are available as well as their locations (e.g. content 
servers, peer clients (i.e. second client systems), or peer client appliances) that are subscribed to 
an information source (see paragraph 72, showing how a client can subscribe to a master 
controller to get notification of new content and paragraph 31 , showing subscription to new 
content base on information in a user profile (i.e. a client subscribes to get notified of new content 
specified in their profile). 

C) Applicant contends that Decasper does not disclose that the first peer client 
communicates an alert message to each second peer client system. 

In considering C), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Decasper discloses that the 
master controller can communicate alert message to client systems about new content. And that 
the master controller is alerted of when new content is available on a peer (see paragraph 48, 
showing that the master controller uses it knowledge of which clients and client appliances have 
already downloaded specific content objects). Since it is ultimately the first peer that has been 
updated and the master controller using knowledge of the new content (i.e. alerted of new content 
on the first peer), and an alert is sent out about new content on the first peer to a second peer 
(see paragraphs 49 and 72), the Examiner considers this as the first peer communicating an alert 
message to the second peer client system through the master controller. It is not clearly claimed 
that the alert message can not be relayed through a master controller. Therefore, the claim 
limitation is met because a first peer client communicates an alert message to a master controller 
that it has received new content and the master controller alerts a second peer client system of 
the new content. 
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Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to PHILIP J. CHEA whose telephone number is (571 )272-3951 . The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F 6:30-4:00 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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Examiner 
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